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[Reverting to Hoshaiah’s question, A-E,] said R. Miasha, “I am 
amazed that R. Hoshaiah should raise such a question! Why should he 
not derive the answer from the statement of R. Ba bar Mamel? 


“For we have learned there: He who suspends the sides of the 
sukkah from above to below [that is, suspending the partitions 
from the roof], if they are three handbreadths above the ground, 
the sukkah is invalid [M. 1:10A-C]. 


“In this regard R. Ba bar Mamel said, ‘That applies when he does not 
sit and eat in the shade of the partitions. But if he was sitting and 
eating in the shade of the partitions, it is valid.’ [Along these same 
lines, Hoshaiah can now answer his question. Just as Ba bar Mamel 
invokes the principle that we treat a partial wall as if it were complete, 
so we treat the pillar in the same way. If then one sits and eats in the 
area in which the pillar’s covering diminishes the height of the sukkah, 
the area he uses as a sukkah is valid. Why then should Hoshaiah have 
asked about invalidating measurements, when, under the stated 
conditions, it is not an invalid situation?]” 


z 


Said R. Yosé, “The statement of R. Ba bar Mamel does not teach us 
anything at all. R. Ba bar Mamel derived his statement from the 
Mishnah, for we have learned: 


“A balcony which is above water — they do not draw water from 
it on the Sabbath unless they made for it a partition ten hand 
breadths high, whether above or below [M. Er. 8:8]. [We have a 
balcony over the water. A hole in the floor of the balcony permits 
drawing water. But it is not permitted to do so on the Sabbath, because 
the balcony is private domain, and the water is neutral domain 
(karmelit). If a partition marks off a part of the water and makes it into 
private domain, however, whether this partition is located under the 
water or above it, then it is permitted to draw water on the Sabbath, 
that is, from private domain to private domain. Now in this case we 
introduce the principle invoked by Ba bar Mamel at I. We treat the 
partial wall as if it were complete. He derived that principle for the 
sukkah from the present one. The criticism of his position will be 
resumed at M.] 


[L] “In this regard, R. Zeira, R. Judah in the name of Rab: ‘And that is 
the case only when the partition goes down into the water the 
measure of the dipper [so that when the dipper goes in to take up 
the water, it remains in demarcated, private domain].’” 


